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Before: HAWKINS, McKEOWN, and PAEZ, Circuit Judges.

Pargat Singh, a native and citizen of India, petitions for review of an order

of the Board of Immigration Appeals affirming without opinion an Immigration

Judge’s (“IJ”) denial of his applications for asylum, withholding of removal, and
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relief under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”).  We have jurisdiction under

8 U.S.C. § 1252.  Reviewing for substantial evidence, Wang v. INS, 352 F.3d

1250, 1253 (9th Cir. 2003), we grant the petition for review and remand.

Substantial evidence does not support the IJ’s adverse credibility

determination because the IJ’s findings were either based on speculation and

conjecture, see Jibril v. Gonzales, 423 F.3d 1129, 1136 (9th Cir. 2005), or minor

discrepancies between Singh’s testimony and documentary evidence not going to

the heart of his claim, see Shah v. INS, 220 F.3d 1062, 1068 (9th Cir. 2000).   

Therefore, we grant the petition and remand for further proceedings to

determine whether, accepting Singh’s testimony as credible, he is eligible for

asylum, withholding of removal, or CAT relief.  See INS v. Ventura, 537 U.S. 12,

17-18 (2002) (per curiam).

PETITION FOR REVIEW GRANTED and REMANDED.
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